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set that machinery aside, and to replace it by a new and, as I think, a
worse edition of the very expedient which the electors, when consulted,
deliberately rejected. It is a mistake, indeed it is a misrepresentation,
to allege that the Government have shown themselves indisposed to
accept changes consistent with the main principle and purpose of the
Bill. On the contrary in Com nittee here, in Clause 1, we consented to
amendments confining the Cla use to public Bills, excluding all matters
that dealt only with local taxi tion and amplifying and rendering more
precise the enumeration of th classes of Bills which alone were to be
entitled to the privileged position conferred by the Clause. In the same
spirit, in Clause 2 we accepted amendments to protect its machinery
Against possible, though, as we thought, most improbable, risks of abuse.
If the amendments made by the House of Lords were of the same or a
similar class; if they were, as I see they are strangely described by a
most reverend prelate, who on this occasion seems to have lost touch
with the realities of the situation, ' safe-guarding ' amendments ; if they
were not in fact—whatever may have been their intention—the substitu-
tion, for the Bill in its main features of the alternative repudiated less
than a year ago by the electorate, we should have been prepared to ask
the House even now to give thorn respectful consideration.
Let me make good in a few words the description I have just given of
the general effect of *b,e Lords' amendments, Thoir most novel feature
is undoubtedly the creation of a new tribunal which is to be in effect,
predominant over the House of Commons in matters of finance, and
over both Houses in all legislative matters which the tribunal holds to
be at once of great gravity and insufficiently considered by the electorate-
And how is this Junta to be composed ? It is, in its latest form—an
improvement, I admit, due to Lord St. Aldwyn, on the original proposal
—to consist of the Lord Chancellor, the Speaker, the Lord Chamberlain,
Chairman of Ways and Means, a Lord of Appeal chosen from persons
who have held high judicial office, and a member of this household
appointed by the Speaker.
Just consider the functions which, for th© first time, it is proposed—
for I do not suggest that anyone had the courage to submit this part of
the scheme to the electorate—to entrust such a body. Take, first,
finance. It is not a question merely of associating with the Speaker some
two or three men of experience for tho pxirposo of considering whether
the Bill does or does not fall within any of the categories set out in the
Clause L That is a very different matter, I believe that in the course of
our debates, when we were settling the specific enumeration of Bills
which alone were to be deemed Money Bills—so as to avoid the possible
abuse of tacking—I described as their general qualification that their
governing and not merely their incidental purpose should be financial,
But as the House will remember I was most careful throughout to make
it clear that the only safe way of dealing with such a matter was to
eschew general language, and to describe specifically, and with precision,
what BiUs were, and what were not, to be deemed of a financial character.
The House of Lords, seizing upon my phrase, and using it for the very
ppjpose which I deprecated, propose that this Joint Committee can, at
their discretion, remove from the uncontrolled jurisdiction of the House

